Ho Source_, 
btrrldiag that morning /.'fosner 


folk 

A H iU/& ^ yb"+l<L-wyj- (A/t&^ 

>Sot having gotten! ^Oswald with that 

aiiOno there ev\ rfvi .£-*sc/2 fa- 

then fabricates a case placing UalMiara 'time' refuted bjTSsstithe' police records 

of what Oswald told them on interrogation. Gere is Fosner's invention of "evidence": 
"There was actually one. Book depository employee on the sixth floor near noon, /'but 

_ ■g^ H-vyu/yi-C? Lj fa ■'UVytfa y Jfa fa**?- 

since he .lid not’#* anydnS) that Oswald was not SaFthere.y Posner Refers to Bonnie Ray 

Williams who own timfe accounts varied. But Posner does say that Oswald was there. He 

rep ats tfeaL-next on the same page( 228) in his Ho Source Heeded role: 

w 

"Bhile reliable testiiaony from the lepository places Oswald, a done , on the sixth f 
X 

floor at noon, witnesses in "ealjsr PI sa also confirm there was a man in that nsiper's- 
nest window." 

We have already had the aroma of those Posner regards as ./"dependable." Here he. 

• 

nameynot a single person, " rsliabola ^. "reliable" of otherwise. Aside from tho nootinoos 
liis misuse of 11 confirm," there being nothing to confirm, Posner then -writee,- whefchEX 
BEMBtzfcfexggsxQazx Didty Dickery again, Posner is careful to omit when those aiisgsdiyx 
unnamed but allegedly "dependable" waste people saw anvfone there,. ,, / 

With the vaguest of generalities and irrelevancies, some if orib b e r from Garrison, who 

brought it to attention, He rambles along: with £his Unsuccessful effort to place Oswald 



there when he_ did not and cannot, (through page 23w> 

.. hrfa & & ^ 

Hven the VomissioiT'^dTliot find those odds a nets ends of reports Posner spends 

time on really dependable. 

laving pretended that Oswald was hidden on the 6th floor all along, when that was 


not so, Ho Source Posner agaiax writes that been use he as was all alone, § " Oswald had 
enough time to\ssemble the Carcauno and move cartons of books to to form a sniper's 
nest in the southeast corner." Ho sources again because none of can be sourced and because 
there is no proof of eithe r and neither is correct. 

ik 

Posner makes no mention of the validation of what Oswald told the police about 

• OM»fa 

where he was when Ho Proof Posner insists bjfwas lurking on that sixth floor. Again 


from Whitewash , again Posner had it and again he claimed to have read and indexed all the 



Qr. n X v-uJu-f tcc . 

Tills is also to say that if Posner told the truth about Ills work and its magnitude 
-A , ^ cX V 

ho should have uiown what l cite jtoi n VJMtew.--.ah ( page 73) from the Evidence itself but 
if not fDom rhe eviaence, from my book. Oswald could not possible^, have told the FBI ec 
accurately what he saw when he was o,y the first fl&or if he liad not been there to see it: 


As an example of one of the Oswald "lies", it 13 wortn noting. jj»§§|i.. 
that his account of what he did during lunch hour, if one version^l^lfv^-' 
by FBI Agent Bookhout is believed, is supported by the testimony ’driSM® 
the Negro employees. Bookhout and Hosty placed this "on the first ' 

floor" (R613), and Bookhout alone said Oswald "recalled possibly two 
Negro employees walking through the room during this period. He 
stated possibly one of these employees was called 'Junior'..." (R622). 

"Junior" Jarman so testified. And had Oswald been anywhere but on 
<.u„ fMr-afc floor, he would have had no way of knowing this. 

Oswald on the first floor at that time cZuld net liave &een (feh/^sHaid^sscssin on 
tho sisth floor. Sp, for the official mythology as for the Posner-tyyc/mofficial 
mythologies the actual evidence has t ; bo Enri:Era±~ corrupted and ignored and they are 


all u > to that. 

Consistent with this Posner lias to destroy ono of the witnesses to Oswald's presence 
on tho first floor at a ti.-.e that made it impossible for him to liave been on the sixth 
floor firiiv : ; away. 

Posne- says of Carolyn Arnold that she "had given two differentlstqtecents trf' , 
short jy after the assassination." (page 227 ) Dirty writing again "Sic from a specialist^ 
Do private pe son gives Van FBI statement." They can give a statement to. the FBI or the 
FBI can take a statement from them. Dliy then this tricky formulation from an experienced 
writer? ,iYuct4t> <Ff Ike ./ Adktf\ ckiMy,tY\jj /fay; 

He then quotes selectively- from the FBI records to which he refers^aad haA this 
note (on Page 54$ "Testimony of Mrs. R.E. Arnold, CB 1381 , VJC Vol XXII, p. 635; FBI- state- 
ment bf nrs . R'fe^i Arnold, November 26, 1963, File # DL 80-43." 

/u &■:>/ by 

Shysteisn ana lie gives it May by usirc: my "pork 6 his own anc^Geing ignorant in that 
literary the very. ^ ^ ^ 

First of all, Arnold did no^'teotify, 
published n -i Pha d 


at is a Ponnexian a£ roference to w(iat I 
aphie-¥liiLeuac,pag l tr=&+©. Vlhcdfes aor hadr -So 


3^ige befero he started writing and pretending that he had invented the wheel/ and discoe- 
cdscovered sex he knew of this, then the only publication i those two records. Hejttbs: 


i r " of ~ 





I published these two statementsfcspssts in facsimile in Ph otog raphic Whitewash in 
early 1967. (facing pages 210-1 ) 




Ither 

ir 


j-~ he describecm either faithfully ot* accurately. 


What Posner re^prs to as Arnold’ d "testimony" is indict and Effl acoount of what 

' ^yion tiio,/ turnodTit m . 'Compounding Posner's offense 


it says she said that she never saw 


in referring to the statement the i’3I never showed^mold before it was sent to Washingon 
is his r writing tliat " she "gave 'two different i’BI statements. " This is a lie. 

neither t$icky-Sourcer Posner nor anyone else knows what she /told the FBI that 
cL 

it used in the first ^D-302 report form, th . one dated November 26. Posner quotes 
' fuhxt £* % r$i 

selectively from this retest in a way tha 71, -faak&e it dishonest. He says the Report says/that 

sjshe might, Posner is words, "have caught a fle.eting glimose of Oswald in the first 

lf3 V OPOrtJJ UTh** oa j'''** 

floor hallway." The -gBiis Jhositioni n/? is •as- 

warehouse 

Wh&id&-&s ~hoi^st^-T>ithrt ;hat- Robcrt-ifehaclleil , ■ then-of^fCTf3h , ■ said he saw 

Osu^ld-wheirTie 1 s'ou^Bt^rphn 



fa walu Mb cleuMhja^to one. "" 



c s . What Bgtoher o mitted , 

_p 

J5i±-ib was," 


^OsEt.ld. 

The FBI ani^tho Q. em>-»-i «?h nn h«|ri -him rnnn p-nnhimn P n nn r r h as to be, lil5?~t hggi, dis- 
honest abo ut^if Oswald was at that time on th .; first flhor he could not possible have 
been_ikj^Wessirrt > 


Osw ald to have g otten — l 


th floor after AraolcL i 


i stead of wliat she said, 12:25. . v ! 

/ 

5 FBI tried similar shenanigans with her second stats 
■4 

is Posn&Mwai ignorant~of2 compounding 


b- uith-make-it-possohle -f or 
*-he. It merelt stated 12:15 


snei^wsi ignorant “of? compounding $ga^/serious offense, 

writing prejudicially from" / gross ifnorance, he just plaii^, straight-out lies in saying, 

his words, "in tha second statement she,- did riot see Mm at all,." Ms suppose^ source to 
tieuyvA -"f fu-d FW A&<4u& I 

"tills is tn^[one-teted~ahou t tliat .1 aid ' ILLa ig no r o nt T i. t p- rm-y t kejvery. 

What this self -professed outstanding expert who is really an astounding subject- 

ffvMy' 

matter ignorunas does not tell Ms readers, probabljf beause he did not Ipawow, is thpt 
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This FBI report misstates the time , as I noted in publishing its two rented documents. 
It aidstate*l the time because, like the Commission and Posner, it had the problem of 
being able to pretend thag Oswald was in the sixth-floor window. /4t the time /Arnold 
left the building and "felt" she saw Oswald, getting Oswald in his alleged firing 
position was impossible. So, by taking ten minutes from the time Arnold gave, the FBI 
made that "possible." 

Arnold said it was 12:25 p.m. The FBI said she said 12:15 p.m. 
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Arnold's secon^ statement was not even to the FBI at all! It was to the Commission , 
which h .d asked the FBI to- obtain them. It asked the FBI to ask each and every ^epositorj 
employee, the identical questions prepared by the Cour ission! 


One ol those questions 


imjloyee was at the time 11' the shooting . 


-thT T5f co^y 'ivfetypedr by-bhe FBI : 


did not .jso LES 


HiUlVEY OSWALD at the tine President Has shot ." 


’epressibke liar in Posner converted this to her saying she did not cee Oswald 


at alls, i Posner^' s words ajpain,"in the^econ.J. statement she said she did uotlee Mm at all." 

' what happened is what usually ait' liapyens , the F33x agents write the atatement they 
then asked be signed. Still determined not to have any statement from Arnold that she was 
here she cejild have seen OswaliT an# said she "felt" she had, that word altJsHhe FBI's, 
and we have no way of knowing what she actually said, Agent B.J Robertson, in -writing 
out what he wanted Arnold to siqiQcontried to have her not say what she # had said. 

An it is typed, ; .he b id, again the FBI's quotes, '" I left the Texas Schoolbook 

"ooE Depository -^uildinj at about 12;25 Hi, November 22, 1965." In the r typed copy the 
letters "fid" are Mgher, off the straight line of the rest of the typing. She does suggest 
rf corrections, la- fa ct" , f hero-wearc ’several . Uhe# Robertson wrote the statement for Arnold 
to sign, to be aerojtin it did no t quote here huv as beinM when no official feinted he , 
iiavo been, where herseing Oswald ^pre'cludei? Ids bavin-; been the assassin, he- out -down 
"All"! That is one of several directions Arnold made in handwriting. 


disappeared from he • file folder in that "subject" file in which Posner worked and from 
which, as he avibids mentioning in Ms Acknowledgement, ho made seben hundred ans twenty- 
four copies by Ms wife's own count. c. 7^ 
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That one change Arnold made I'll never forget because of what it means. The other 

ch^ageo, and there were not many, I can no longer specify because it, too, disappeared 

from my i Arnold'* subject-file folder. I do not know l^hen it diappeared but it was after 

the go sner jjs worked in thifa ipsuhjeclr" file, the last to use it, and when I sought it 
r' ' whether '] 

for tliis writin g. Aside from/ those other changes had an real importance, which I am 
inclined not to believe, the one purpose srhEd served by my not having the copy of the 
handwritten original is that I cannot document the deliberateness with which the FBI 
sought for thenecond time in only two statem tns and with this one witness, to change the 

<bJ- 

tin e she said she i saw Oswald. That she changed it does mean she regarded that as important 
and that she is firm in her/’ecollection. What she did from the time she left her office 
and when she left her of -ice do confirm her recollection and the change she made to 
record it. She had not left her office at 12:25 p.n. , and anyone later seeing a.m. after 
the time could not cite it with tiiat error in it. Obviously, people are not usually at 
-work just after midnight. 

Twenty or more years before Posner claims to have begun his work, taken his first 
look at the Com. ission’s publication/" as he lcnew ; I had published those reprts in fac- 

y/a uy 

simile, Why, then, docs lie not say that in his note and why dado'' he says in that note 
what he did say? 

If he had abided by the norm/ of honest scholarship he would have cited the first 

work as- t*-k (? k /< /V,- 

■ublished source. But throughout Ms book he does not cite ray i;iHl^tw^TnT r nafr T.r] 1 at ha hrrs 

k 

from it and does not attribute to it. ’.here he cites no source for what is my work he & 
thereby takes person/fereuit^/as Ms work, what is ny work. As Ms own publisher's diction- 
ary deceibes it, quoted above, that is plagiarism. 

Posner's criticisms of me and of my work are petty, wrong in spirit, fact or both, . 

7 ~ /O/ L-iM.* /Jit ?o 




and they in, no way reflect my work as Ms , book' also does nnf,< , n-,rpy _j 
t/i MtJ fa jtri. wi^'hu^th. >4 } •/« /«-<■* /'/«■'/ 


ct _uy work as Mo 
’f /?.'£ wU't/f Izu, 

-deisms y he did not m nt to bo honest and indicate Ms in- 
>rk. instead as writers steal, he stole it. 


Throughout Ms book he lias unexplained citations to what he gives only in numbers 



ho do -s not explain, does not explain them because of Ills subject-matter ignorance. 
He does not knot what they mean. Tills is eVident, conspicuous, really, in Ms end note 
for Sin Arnold dishonesty cited above of which I here repeat onl^ its ending: 

"File v DL-80-43". That is not how the FBI places its file identification on it records. 

this is the holograph missing from my files in which he worked and from which he 
admitted making seven hundred and twenty-four copies not at any point indicated or 


When Dallas or any other fi^cd office generates/a record- they do not need to include 
the coded identification of that eecord and whefei they send copies elsewhere in the FBI 
there is no need to use that coded identification and I iiavs never seen it done. Bach 
office has its own file numbers and it knows from the ootfvrrin j letter the office that 
is the source on those records sent it. 

I have never seen the FBI use the number symbol on its reoords. When it does not 
spell the word out it uses "110. " 

'The number 80" is not on that record^.Posner misread the number I may have aided or 
'JYlAaj (} L 

added it incorrectly from the ^Cdentif icati on it. 

Bwt the dash he uses between the first two parts os | the identification he has in Ms 
note, betwe n the symbol for the of i ice and for the first hnumber the meaMng of wMch he 
ceratin-ly does not know is; something I do not remember ever seeing the FBI do. 


J-n short, the citation is; Ms note <&£ not by the FBI. It could have been by me but 
\all these years / 

after years do not remember. 

t a 

x n Posner's note he makes thejLf, an ignoramus and a fool of himself, as the numbers 

he knows so little abSrfcjthe subject and the investigations make clear. 

Bj 

Thr first nukber in the PM 1 s filing system is the file's classification. At the time 
ibf the soassination it was a federal crime to kill a mail carrier but it saw not a federal 
crime to. Mil a president. The^ssass ination changed that. 

hvirjff no appropriate number, JrfaHf- the field offices used the classification that 
seemed most appropriate. It is "83. assaulting or Killing A Federal Officer." I quoted 
from an FBI list of those file classifications. f'lutX* - Ct-^O M I*' 
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the second number in FBI filing is the identification of the case. In Dallas it was 
■ Vj for the JFn assassination. T}4 third is the ea4a J serial number of the record in that 
file. So far as Posner is concerned, that record had no serial number, yet that 
serial is not only thg means of identifying any record, it also is the means of retrieving 
it from the central indices .Fr on a file of more than ten thousand serials. 

Posner's used of the FBI Classification number 80 ymnrrlxi hi [ ignorance. That is 
a number for which the field offices have no legitimate need. I put it tliis. way because 
they use that nunber for hiding because it is always irrelevant to any search made. It 
means "laboratory Ai esoarch Hatters." In the fill'd offices those laboratory records are 
filed within the main case files of which those lab records are part. 

Or, in seeking to hide his thefts from me and'^fepres^ting ^y work as Ms work, he 
proved i/bat he is rather y c onspi e ucTds ly .d-uJ-J i l At>- ' Ifr/iT / > ) l€> i*‘ 

>1 of this because he was not willing to cite my third bO' k, page 21 1 as h^source ! 

Frankly, I love it! 

* People have been coning for years and copying my records and I have never once asked 

to be credited as the source. I do not hr.vc that kind of ego and I often tell epspe oeople 
j ) IM WPfirf j 

t3? feci free to quote what I have published~and'i f ’that- they need not credit my books. I did 

Ai-uk 

not ask Posner to. But if he did not have this exceptionally seem ego he would have 
asked me to expla in the file numbers and their moi-.nir.gB to Mm and he would then not 
have had alljlilhat to most people^merel^jgibberish throughout Ms end notes. He still need 
then not have credited me as Ms source. But he knew what he would do with what he got 
here and Ms overweaning ego would not lot him ask mo, then or later, to tell Mm what 
those numbers he uses throughout mean and he could them have told Ms readers. 

Others have been here much longer than the three days he and Ms wife feisha uacf, 
much longer and with more people and what they used was not credited to me and I nsade no 
complaints of any IdLnd. This is true also of a professorjr who specialises in writing about 
the FBI, onltj- he did not even come here. I wa. then abl* to do searching, I searched for 
Him and sent Mm^everal hundred pages of FBI records. I am not mentioned in Ms book, he 
did not even send me a copy of it, I had no complaints. When I was not able to do the 



searching and S oria rathe r famous writers wanted copies of my records - havo engaged 
students fron jfcod College to work for them and I never saw what they copiez^, never 
asked to, never checked how many copies they made, was not credited and did not object. 

I do jfcaot and I never did regard those records I got by FQiliA lawsuits as my per- 
sonal property and I always have regarded those of us who use F0I$ and get re lords by it 
as surrogates for the people. 

Pfisner knew that. But that Olympic-class ego he has kept him from asking what he 

should havo asked, what ->• would have told 1dm and he could have told his r- aders. 

believe 

Poet; not the foregoing still again raiso the obvious question, can we tasi anything 


Posner writes? 


Can wo trust his sourcing? t 

■th. kw h i. r( 

Can we believe that groat amount oi^'wnat is not his own and he presents as his 
own work by giving n source at all? 

While that we cannot is flagrant, to one who knows the fact, as Reviewers and 
reporters and 1 almost all readers do not, throughout Posner(s entire book, it is 

particularly glaring in the preceding chapter and in tills one : we cannot trus^anything 
I . CctUy , 

he says site without close amu careful independent confirmation of it. 

The man lies as though Ms very life depq&jids on it. 
jfalis book does, 
extra space 

’•I hat he actys ab$ut what Arnold said and what I write about that is enough to justify 
disregarding the other contrivances he lias to pretend that Oswald was in that sixth— 

cu'ii- JU 1 

il-'-or window /"tliat he was seen there by "dependable" witness/ and Ms abusive treatment 
of those he selects of those who on the records said the opposite .We reurae with Ms next 

/j 

conspicuous flaunting of Mo ignorance of th most basic fact of the crirae^as he once 

&J3X& wefat the-nost outstanding illustration of Ms l! o Spurce ignorance of the most basiq* 

and well-known and readil^Javailable fact in his refe enees to the motorcade jj on page 23i») 
vlimousihe ' 

- wfci writes that "the President nd Ms 


O-lmougi he '_j 

removal of the/bubblo top Posnc 


staff liad requested" it. The Pre. r.ddent alone did. Some of tlie staff opposed it. Next, 
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"The motorcycle escort was limited to four, and kept at a comfortable distance frora the 
tA r<U> 

limousine." Save that there v-ss-an escort and a limousine, every ITo Sourced word is Sssse 

false. It is stilJ another virtupso display of ignorance of the basic fact and^fee" ego of 

spudtfer^ft: itraordinary si~e that keeps him fron^sldLag simple questions 0 ^ other than the 

nu*s he ragards as import^? t and cannot answer any such questions. Il^ever, in this 

ingorance he missed some pet pretty bigp scandals well recorded in my 'Subject" file that" 

he spent sp uiich time in. Bat then if he had done a really diligent job of trying to learn 

the tiuth ho would have been unhappy because he would have found proof that bis book 
3-vr?^_ <■/ _ 

is th fraud that it is. fasH^'^fiatproof will be published in my ILfVEIl AGAI1.' ! I summarize 
it below. 


There were , as hundreds of school children know , twelve motorcycle ,escof^ts . Jnot an 
cscortf limited to four." &f . d yf those four Posner ha * for b ila it.iagl 1 i wII5 ~ k u p t l i iiu nggom 


describing their f unction^wlxil p hedj 
of ..which -to-se 


& 

n±iX3=-be-t 


engage d i n-dnv^a^ag~~for~~ 


__ . It id because of one of those several signififant scandals that my subject file holds 

all the records I" Kfcte use in wliat follows, all in either or both Dallas JFK assassination 
1 A &8-45 y 

main file/ or the comnantion FBI headquarters file, 62— 109050. ( T}ie usft 62 file classification 
at headquarters represents "Iliscellaneous - including Administrative Inquiry." Although 
as ij -oover boasted, he entered the case without authority, this file classification corned 
jL from th; fact that the President did ask the FBI to investigate the night of the 
assassination so it was an "administrative inquiry.") 

Those four closest to the limpusine were never toTbe any distance f^rm it and 
throughout downitown Dillas they were- so clJTse to it and to eabh other they sometimes 
did touch each other, in''J£?~’pairs because there were two on each side? and when they were 
alone they so /Retime s forded onlookdjjrs back and on at least one occasions people jfeere 
thrown back. Their purpose'was to provide close protection, which is not consistent with 
whatever Posner had in mind iiTaking making up that "comfortable distance" that is just 
pia±R both false and ignorant. It^Ls^t had aft paid any attention to the pictures of the 
motorcade on the three-lane-wide street on which the ^resident was killed he would have 
seen how close to each other and th the limousine they were. 



fSur only? Posner says that when he quotes and makespsojjous misuse of the testimony 
■ethane not one of those four, ^arrion Baker? 

If he were really the Ferry ^as on typo he-'gretenda to be he waul// have been a teensy- 
i rh'i / 

weensy bit curious about whav : nobody spoke to the two of those four either to the PresiO 
d .lit when he was killed. Hot the Uonnasion, not the FBI or . another agen£cy. Until more 

I ' by / 

l that was kept secret uuti J I got copies is FOIA litigation 
And yes, those records are duplicated in the "subject" file in whicnte^'spent most of his 
time those three days he adhere. 

Hoover’s abuses of the Dallas police for being correct and truthful whan that 
embarrassed hi;.', and the FBI guaranteed tliat when that sillness of breaking off all 
Ktelationd ran its course, relations ■,4uld not be the best. ,/L scandals were per- 

1 fU 


JL( njAi'^run cr) !h 
what Hosty 7 said to i2Bi*T£ 


cipitatu by Jack Hevill's reporting of what Hosty' said to fiuoj/Trs o~was ~ano tlier when an 
agent was needled by a & Dallas oH poliifeman about what one of tliat dozen escorting 
"joaxkeys" as they called themselves had said. Covering his own ass being the second 
law. oj. the FBI and of survival in it and the first being covering the FBI's, he wrote 
a e# report. Other aroOc ass-V covering soon got that report to headquarters wahere the 
asses to be cover jP there got it onto the deck of then Director, C'a|rence Jolley. He, 
knowing nothing about tliat escort tliat had been ignored with such suucesful devotion, 

, -f i s 

wrote on the bottom of tliag report a question, how many were there 1 ' ryeHiisfescort. 

That "triggered other asS-covering need!., especailly in Dallas, and still new needs to 
be able to continue to hide what had been hidden all along, what those Dallas "jockeys" 
knew and saw. 

Dallas had real problems. *4 solved them immediately by more of the same, with a 
little that was new and without what would have really caused a commotion. Tills, also hi 
in IffiVF R AQAU Il 1 merely summarize. 

On the limousine's right and closest to the ^President were, immediately next to 
him, th; late ^im Chaney, -On Chaney (s right was the late DoSng| ac|^ aclcs on , Knowing what 
each could h v* said I ’jas particularly interested in wliat the Dallas office reported of 
its years-lat* first int-rviews with them. It went quite well for civerars up. But it 



me about J aokson what either I did not know or did not remember if I had known. 

iw 

Uhcn ho ag'c hour : the nght of the assassinatuon, ^aekscn^ because it was because it hs #1 
Jfctiond time he had escorted Ms President^ and distressed because having seen so much so 
close up nobody talked to him, not Ms own opolice department and not anyone from any 
federal agency, wrote out a lengthy and detailed account of Ms day. He offered it to 
the FilVhen questionr4jTraaction to Alley's question, aad The FBI did not accept it. 

I asked my friend *onry Wade, then still Dallas bounty Dostrict Attorney, if he 
would please ask ^ackson to lend me Mo statement or make a copy and sent it to me. 

iJhen Henry got it he had Ms secretary retype it. She was faithful to the spelling 
an.I punctj£tion errors. 

Kb/' 

The reason all police of all ranks and aeg agencies avoided Jacks oiybecause he was 
w iring and he saw the S econd shot Mt Connally alone. 

in the Dallas FBI report on the Chaney interview, like its Jackson interview saying 
nothing a&t what Cliancy said he saw, there was nothin'" to alarm Kelley and after 

lie -got those two FBI pseudo-interviews with eigM two of the remaining eight uninter- 
'/Yrh^/hn UfcJg^- 

;hat liaousine escort he asked no more about it. 


viewed member.- of ti 
p 1 Iteew-ahsH 


.y-aax-drfa g ' saw bgcatise~~5 omeone Hrwho- 
V .on tap e; 


when 


1 the 




W Clendon, the station's owner, if I coujd listonj fcn that -%afeeu"**e told me »hai< 

although none of Ms ..employees could explain it, all fhSlr-tapesjlisappeared. ^e also told 
- - tb/Wy cU l y 

nQ. that before whatever happened to thaedis hap. on, he load made a l^gjlayin;; records 


> front iniils he was locking right at ths- 


■ of these two, Closest of all^feilepeople in the world^to the President was 
interviewed, th official iiytholos^Krfould have been impossible as a non-conspiracy 
"solution." Uliat Chaney saw^te Awn-conspiracy theory solution impossible because 
Oswald co' 'Id not have shot simultaneously from both the front and the back. 



261 A 


/uHm? 

I-ijatf two ways of knowing that Chaney saw. One I published in 1965, so there is 
reason to believe that the FB* knew it and the FBI agotns had an understanding of what 
was not wanted. The other is what I was^told by someone who remembered hearing Chaney 
on tape on Dalis fladion Station KLIF . I asked Gordon McClendon, the station's owner, if 
i could listen to those tapes. He told me I'd be~2~weclome /tto if he had them but they 
no longer existed and none of his employees could explain their disappearance. But he 
also told me that before the unexplained disapparance of the assassination-news tapes he 
bid made a long-playing- record. He gais me amEBgpc one. *t has the briefest Chaney 
sound bite. That very brief excerpt was in itself enough for the FBI to avoid any 
meaningful questioning of him for decade and then it avoided what is significant. 

The recorded voice of Chaney on that disc has him saying he saw the President 
hit from the front. 


Then there is what I published first in 1965.For context there is a little more 

th fTrt SaW and t0ld Ms fellow motorcycle offire'/rom that motorcade 

escDrt-'sfeetrt^ from Whitewash, page 38: 

s r ;.:s-v.s;/°; jk isdsH i L E ,5*~ ~ 

’SS"S4L’ 

t e o^!3 d Hl6t)! rida7morning p " ior to Book Deposi- 

dence^rth^invalidit^o/ita Commission unwelcome evi- 

oar "stopped" (3H266). fc E1 Street tde Presidential 

Chaney was never called a3 a witness. 

The re was no moss on P 0 sner*s../computer. Like the Commission and all ltd counsel and 
the FBI. Posner knew what he lad to av&id, on which we have more in the next chapter. 

Why all had always avoided Chaney, who was right next to JFK when he was assassinated, 
asd until the FBI had to see him and then was able to get away with not asking him is, 
as with Jackson, obvious. Jackson and/fahaney had bhth seenSoMw with the 
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second shot. They,^#Lko Linda Kay Willis, destroy Posner's baseless invention that 
is the very foundation of his book, that the singleif)bullet theory is vaihid. And Chaney 
also saw the President hit from the front. 

If either Jackson or Chaney, the two closest to JFK tfnd as policemen more qualified 
as professional obververs, had been interviewed, the fetus of that official mythology 
would hvae have been born dead. A no- cosnpiracy theorized solution would have 

been totally impossible, not only because they prove that Connally had been struck by 
a seapra separate bullet but also because Oswd&ld could not have fired from both front 
and back at the same~%D time. In addition, 
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7 It 13 

Jrfhai JacJ; 


ion saw eliminates the second «. officially-admitted second shot\ the one 
0-v\ 

iiissed, impossible because he saw iOHp®rt7lt also makes the theory of 

^ hdht- 

x both the Pr -aidant and the governor having beenTETB dmjossibke, too, 
?.use ackson saw it hit Coanally and only Carnally. 

Each alcjs disproves Posner's unoriginal but claimed -to-be "solution" impossible. 


too, for the same and for oilier sirens "reasons. 

Posner, no-f less adept at it tnat all the many officials who were so forthrightly 
dishonest and unfamtMul to their trust in ignoring what proved them wrong, does as they 
did. -If Ay n£y chance this is an unfairlriticism of Posner, then it he not no less 
uhsect a much broader criticism, of maldLng~7«only a fraudulent, inadequate, incompetent 
investigation and then touting it as the most- defeinitive of all, officicial and uflBSTi 


h'ith this for openers on Ms chapter so appropriately titled for those who raqd 
Ms book, "I'll never Forget It for is "ong 4c I lave," we can safely sla£ th^ igb the— - 
e^S.i .01 it with a few short observations and comments. 

On page 234 lie repeats an indecency first fabricated by William Manchester in Ms 


W-iajffigmof zHxEBWKidauLfc file he ath o f a President (Hew York, Pjnper & Ho-.:, 1967), 
that "^4 Secret Service agents ffelrere slow to reqet. . Hot o/ily is there /l/o basis for 
Ms, and unsuria.*isingly, Posner citos no source, but the obvious fact) 

-save-^Lliuuu torj^a tod-by a o nuncntaL -agoa-J 
Jiat the assassination was in wliat amounted to a cul de sac. There wasn't a t^ing that 
could be done with the motorcade or any car in it liESFljf&iy way have had any effect 
o# what happened. Even if reaction had been sj:oti, as it as not, that could not have m a d<=» 
any difference in the world. Whether' '^tiieas tlian five seconds of the official mythology 

or in eight seconds of Posner's criobed timing for Ms mythology, the cars could make 




no turn,^go any where other tlian X etM-ahg straight. Again, pygound in Ms ignorance, 

Posner makes no referee to the capability of that truck— like veMcle so overloaded 
__aJ Q t-her 

with security/ gadgetry and armor it had no piclcup at all. It is simply monstrous to me 
that for self -aggrandisements and puffing up his own self-concept Posner makes such 
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putraheouB and utter 1;; baseles accusation:.; against selfless and dedicated men who at 
the constant risk of their own lives did then and on other occasions all that could be 
done, which then X* absolutely nothing exeent to try to move a^ay as rapidly as the 
tank of a limousine permitted. 

±n this regard, it is worth comparing what he sells for profit with his complete X 
lac^ of mention of the successful attacks on Prosiden^Stffd^ Candidate George Wallace 
and those that failed on President Ford, none preventable. 

^t/ith -its usual igrv&acne and bias Posner attacks unnated conspiracy theories who, 
m his context, moa.n all who do not agree with him, of insisting "only that the fatal ^ 
head shot came from the fea^'f rent. " (?£@e 257) Aside from this being factually correct 
as he says it, the docto# who Im mi most about it stated ika± at the szxxY/hite House 
press conference as soon as the -‘■'rey'dent was pronbunced dead that the anterior neck 
wound w:-s from the front. to.^alcolmT^Perry repeated tils three times, (i have more 
on -cnis also in HEjVEH MAPI ! including direct quotations from the official text of tliat 
conference. ) 

'.i. • ** 

■^guy/mg Chen on the same page Posner accuses others who"manipulate the witness 
sjStements. " At this point Posner himself does precisely that. (521;: For an accurate ac 
account of the official evidence on those witness Whitewash, which although the firt 
bohk, liiated ~o the official ovidqgho e- evidence only, gives an. accurate account of what 
they did any and testify to.) 

Posner refers to Howard Brennan's generalized desorption of a fijQr percentage of the 

„ :en 111 Dallas and without a single Oswald identifier in it as an accurate description 

so segci fic zn 11s desciption" is a complete fabrication. '/§aee paqH 

of Oswald y/ In iff act the light of the "ssassiiiition, at the police lineup, Brennan did 

not identify Oswald, who was the centerpiece of tint carefully stag^lineuj) in which 

Oswald was unique in appearance and in conduct. 

••'Iia.t source O-P Brennan does Posner find so dependable? Having just pontificated 
that "testimony closer to the event must h given greater weight tX changes or addi- 
tions made years later, when the witness's own memory is often muTdied or influenced by 
television programs, films, books and discussion with lthers"(Page 255) Posner's ml » 



close 


a YjMJ? 

"testimony closer "bo the eynt, all 1 have in WMte-iash ta; 


rsnnan - in 1907 -by J. Edward Cherryholmes. In P&nei 


captation this is 


jss, 1987) (Pace 543) 


en By IIow:-rd Brennan (Wae© , 


Lly t^harfaulTp-to God- for lais book( Page 250) 


When Brennan liad no book to sell tbruicing the diety was not in Ms testimony. It is 
iron Cherryholmes 1 s words that Posner take Mrs chapter title. 

aujW / 

One page 256 Posner states there was "s3iff wind" that "•gdudw up to t.renty/Aiiles 

iA cJM/JU*) 

an hour assassination day,^. factor present from Ms theorising over the posi- 

tion of tree bran^ejphd" jn the notion of the lapel of Governor Connolly's jacket. 

What is remarkable in this chapter supposedly on the ssassination/ is ^pw little 
1ft there is on it and how much plain junk is substituted. 

And as we have seen still again, for all Ms big talk and boasts, for all those 


;W\ 

fell, maybe (these ad. fed lie 


; .kgets down to any of the nutty-gritty P 0 sner resorts to overt, 
ds dnlibeate lying avout what ^arolh/fcnold did and did not say. 


3 iiilT^tho stake in the vampire's heart en butt re 



How can those self-righteous of the Commission staff^xplain their failure 
to demand that this be donfe^when not one of themTwas directed to get the 
necessary investigation made?\ 

j. 

IS^ Posner REALLY an^irfvestigator whqn he made no effort to learn the 
truth? Is his fajlufe, his disinterest, confiinmh'tipn that he began self-cast in 
an entirely. ^different role, the role we are uncovering.^ 


V SrT> 

XXI - Stake in the Vampire's Heart 


Not having gotten the rifle into the building with Oswald that morning, No- 
Source Posner then fabricates a case placing hm alone on the sixth floor at 
a time refuted by police records of what Oswald told them on 
interrogation. Here is Posner's invention of "evidence":- 


"There was actually one Book Depository employee on the sixth floor near 

AM? 

noon, but since he did not Jtf?) anyone, arguments have been made that 
Oswald was not there. " Posner refers to Bonnie Ray Williams who own 
time accounts varied. But Posner does say that Oswald was there. He 
repeats this on the same page (228) in his No Source Needed role: 

"While reliable testimony from the Depository places Oswald, alone, on the 
sixth floor at noon, witnesses in Dealey Plaza also confirm there was a man 
in that sniper’s nest window." 



/ 


We have already had the aroma of those ^osner regards as "dependable" 
Here he names not a single person, "reliable" or otherwise. Aside from the 
deceitfulness of his misuse of "confirm," there being nothing to confirm, 
Posner tbeft—Birty — Bickery — again, is careful to omit when those unnamed 
but allegedly "dependable" people saw anyone there. ) f-yU*a 

With the vaguest of generalities and irrelevvancies, some picked up from 
Garrison, who brought it to attention, he rambles along through page 231 
with his unsuccessful effort to place Oswal(j/here when he did not and 
cannot. 


A' 

Even the Commission, with its d^parate need, did not find those odds and 
.ends of reports Posner spends time on really dependable. 

Having pretended that Oswald was hidden on the 6th floor all along, when 
that was not so. No Source Posner writes that because he was all alone, 
"Oswald had enough time to assemble the Carcanno and move cartons of 
books to form a sniper's nest in the southeast corner." No source again 
because none of it can be sourced and because there is no proof of either 
and neither is correct. 

He makes no mention of the validation of what Oswald told the police 
about where he was when No Proof Posner insists ^a4wald was lurking on 
that sixth floor. Again from WHITEWASH, again Posner had it and again 
he claimed to have read and indexed all the commission's published 


evidence. 





This is also to say that if Posner told the truth about his work and its 
magnitude he should have known what I cite from Whitewash (page 73) is 
from the cited evidence itself but if not from the evidence, he had it from 
my book. Oswald could not possibly have told the 

FBI accurately what he saw when he was on the first floor if he had not 
been there to see it: 




J 


- "As an example of one of the Oswald "lies", it is worth noting that his 
account of what he did during lunch hour, if one version by FBI Agent 
Bookhout is believe, is supported by the testimony of the Negro employees. 

Bookhout and Hosty placed this "on the first floor" (R613), and Bookhout 

rx 

alone said Oswald "recalled possibly two Negro employees walking 
through the room during this period. He stated possibly one of these 
employees was called ’Junior’..." (R622). "Junior” Jarman so testified. A nd 
had Oswald been anywhere but on the first floor, he would have had no 
way of knowing this." — 


\ 


Oswald on the first floor at thas time coul^iot have beeen the assassin on 
the sixth floor. So, for the official mythology as for the Posner-type 
unofficial mythologies the actual evidence has to be corrupted and ignored 
and they are all up to that. 


Consistent with this Posner has to destroy one of the witnesses to Oswald's 
presence on the first floor at a time that made it impossible for him to 
have been on the sixth floor firing away. 



fry 


Posner says of Carolyn Arnold that she "had given two different FBI 
statements shortly after the assassination." (page 227) Dirty writing again 
from a specialist in it. No private person gives "an FBI statement." They 
't M 11 * can § ive a statement the FBI or the FBI can take a statement from 

them. Why then this tricky formulation from an experienced writer? 
Because he needs it, the truth denying him his book and the bucks from it. 

He then quotes selectively from the FBI records to which he refers. He has 
this note (on page 540): "Testimony of Mrs. R|>E>jAmold, CE 1381, WC Vol 
XXII, p. 635; FBI statement of Mrs. R.E. Arnold, November 26, 1963, File 
#DL 80-43." 


Shysterism, and he gives it away by using my work as his own and by 

being ignorant in that literary thievery. I published these two statements 
- - h/C 

in facsimile in. WHITEWASH in early 1967. (facing pages 210-1) 


First of all, Arnold did not "testify", ever. That is a Posnerian reference to 
what I published. Posner had it long before he started writing and 
pretending that he had invented the wheel and discovered sex, he knew of 
this, then the only publication of those two records. He describes neither 
faithfully^or accurately. 



What Posner refers to as Arnold's "testimony" is in fact an FBI account of 
what JT^ says SHE said that she never saw. Compounding Posner’s offense 
in referring to the statement the FBI never showed Arnold before it was 
sent to Washington is his writing that "she" gave "two different FBI 
statements. " This is a lie. 



/ 
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Neither tricky-sourcer Posner nor anyone else knows what she actually 
told the FBI that it used in the first of its reports, on an FBI FD-302 report 
form, the one dated November 26. Posner quotes selectively from this 
report in a way that is overtly dishonest. He says the FBI report says that 

ie might, Posner’s words, "have caught a fleeting glimpse of Oswald in the 
^first floor hallway. k ' /That is only part of what that FBI report says at that 
point. Posner edited that sentence to have it say and mean other than 
Arnold did. Before Posner employed those special talents he displays 
throughout his book that report, as I published it in facsimile, actually says 
at that poin^ what I quote. I underscore what Posner omitted in his 
supposedly direct quotation of it: 

AS SHE WAS STANDING IN FRONT OF THE BUILDING, SHE STATED SHE 
THOUGHT SHE CAUGHT A FLEETING GLIMPSE OF LEE HARVEY OSWALD 
STANDING IN THE HALLWAY BETWEEN THE FRONT DOOR AND THE DOUBLE 
DOORS LEADING TO THE WAREHOUSE, LOCATED ON THE FIRST FLOOR. SHE 
COULD NOT BE SURE BUT SHE FELT THAT WAS OSWALD." 

(Refer to original ms page 253 A) 


Omitting these last six words is particularly dishonest and as we have seen, 
he made it dishonest so he could give dishonest inteipretations to what 
the FBI said Arnold said. That dishonesty is a precondition for the 
survival of Posner's book because with Oswald there, on the first floor, he 
could not have been that sixth-floor assassin. 


Where Arnold placed Oswald is consistent with where Robert MacNeil, then 
of NBC-TV News saw Oswald when he asked Oswald where he could get a 
phone and Oswald directed him to the one he used. 



Tins FBI report mis-states the time, as I noted in publishing its two related 
documents. I, misstates the time because, like the Commission and Posner, 
it had the problem of being able to pretend that Oswald was in the sixth- 
floor window. At the time Arnold left the building and -felt" she saw 
Oswald, getting Oswald in his alleged firing position was impossible. So, by 

taking ten minutes from the time Arnold gave, the FBI made that 
"possible". 


Arnold said it was 12:25 P.M. The FBI said she said 12:15 P.M. 

The FBI tried similar shenanigans with her second statement. Posner 
reflects 



